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I want Bill to know, Bill DeBoip -=

-- you know, T come down herae and chic was my

first trip where I actually had a chance to actually zee the

valley from tke ground up. I ran through Holtwille this

morning and Bill, you're right, the train line atops just

bafare you get into

8o I didn"

town.

t pick up that error in the EIR, but

with folks like thig I don't have to catch them all.

All zignt.

Lac ms just try to summarize. In

addirion to agricultural econemy. the county's interaska are

the urban economy and there's nothing in the EIRFEIS aboutr

maintaining future water supplies in this county for the

county to develop its urban economy.

The projectionn from SKAD shew that Imperial

County will grow by

100 percent in the next 20 years.

That's more than any of the other affected countiss, and vyet

thers's no assaorance that if this transfer ktakes place,

pareially er in full, that there will be remaining water

that the county can

then use for its own reascnable fubure

neads. This is where the area of origin dectrine comes in.

Chviously

the county is concerned abeut the Salton

Sea af a recreational and economical reseurca, as an

environmental amemity, but nest fundanentally for its public

health importance.

Buk then,

And I'1]l get to that in just a second.

finally our concern is -- and this
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Response to Comment P3-42
The previous Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to reflect this concern.
This change is indicated in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection 3.13 under
Section 4.2, Text Revisions.

Response to Comment P3-43
The second implementation scenario for the Proposed Project (QSA
Implementation) includes the more restrictive limit on 1ID's future
diversions of Colorado River water on IID's Priority 3 diversions. Under
the maximum transfers provided for under the QSA, 1ID would retain the
ability to divert in excess of 2.6 MAFY of Colorado River water for
agricultural, industrial, and domestic use within the 11D water service
area. This amount is anticipated to be sufficient for continued
agricultural production at Baseline levels.

Response to Comment P3-44
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment P3-45
Refer to response to Comment P3-3.
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was part of our discussion during your break, with
raprasentatives from Imparial Irrigation District =« the
difficulty that we have at this time in proposing mitigation
measures because the project is atill scmewhat ill-defined.

Let ma -- I do have some specific comments, and
lat me Eake that air cguality one since I just memtioned
that. &As a technical matter the analysis assumes a 20,000
acre-fook baseline of fallowing, bukt I'm advised that that
20,000 acre-faet that may be fallowed is not true fallowing.
It's not like ik's ocut of production for a year for crop
rotation. It's like out of production for a month while the
farmer gets ready to plant his new cropa. 8o I think the
air guality analysie that starts with a baseline of 20,000
acra-fast may boe impreciss.

Incidentally, wa have engaged air gquality experts.
They are doing their work now. Wa will get that work done
in time for tha State Board. We'll get that done in time
for your 26th April deadline. It is aot -- it is wery much
s work in progress now. But some highlights from our
consultants primarily.

The air guality impacts of fallewing as oppased
ko ailr guality impact of the Salbton Sea have not been
addressed nor the amount of water that would ba needed to
mitigate the ailr quality impacts of fallowing. Some of the

wind messurements, Iim told, de net include the most

iz
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Response to Comment P3-46
Please refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS: Air Quality[J Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan; Air Quality—-Air Quality Issues Associated with
Fallowing, and Air Quality—-Wind Conditions at the Salton Sea in this
Final EIR/EIS.
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ralevant sites and have been inaccurately portrayed.

and as just an owverview, our conaultants wha have
talked also to the people in the Great Basin Alr Follutlon
Control District, whe I think will be participante in the
State Board procesding, beliewve wery strongly that the
Salton Sea is quite comparable bo Owens Lake in terms of the
potential for an air gquality disaster if too much of the
lakebed, or the seabed in this case, becomes suddenly
exposed to air.

Paople have spoken so much about fallowing, I
guess I shouldn't spend too much more time to rapeat the
obvicus, but we do need te fix the amcunt if it's going to
ba part of the proposal and assign to the transfer
heneficiary the respensibility for mitigating the sconomie
impacts that will flow from fallowing, whick are nokt just
confined te unfarmed impack.

It's going to affect everything ranging from the
counky social mervices in dealing with employment or
uneEployment impacts. There may ba public health issues
that will arise cut of that. All of these third-party
impacte nasd to be quantified and an instituticnal mechanism
found to ensure that that compensation ende up serving the
appropriate beneficiaries of it.

Aa I say, wa'va come a long way from the time whan

pacple denied any legal responsibility for third-party

33

‘ Return to Contents

Letter - P3
Page 33

Response to Comment P3-47
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P3-48
As part of its action approving or not approving the Proposed Project, it
is anticipated that the IID Board will consider whether fallowing should
be the exclusive conservation measure or one of a number of
conservation measures, whether there should be a limit on the total
amount of fallowing, and whether measures to offset economic impacts
are appropriate. The EIR/EIS identifies the maximum acreage that
would be fallowed if fallowing is the exclusive conservation method, as
well as the magnitude of the socioeconomic impacts of fallowing and
other conservation measures.

We also note that the Proposed Project anticipates a flexible
conservation program with varied methods which could change over
time (see response to Comment P3-3). Also, refer to the Master
Response on Socioeconomics/J Property Values and Fiscal Impact
Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P3-49
Further clarification of the impacts to Imperial County social services
and revenues are addressed in the Master Response on
Socioeconomics/J Property Values and Fiscal Impact Estimates in
Section 3 in this Final EIR/EIS. Also, see response to Comment P3-38.
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impacte to where now they're on the table, but we've really
got to finish the job. And whila the RIR/RIS attespts to
address them, and I will say, parenthebtically, that's the
other sat of axperts wa've engaged ko, if you will, walidate
or eritique the mscisceconomic impact analysis in the
EIR/EIS.

But there is no effort to figure out
instituticnally, ckay. what do we do with that information
when we get ie7

I guess -- oh, that's great, I hope I have wrapped
this wp. If I go over 30 seconds please let me, because I
think I have truly given you the highlights of where I see
the county's commeants coming here.

I do want to -- I guess there's one othar isasus
I'd 1ike to btouch on and then just conclude with a final
paink. Growth-inducing impacts, and we say this net te
enter into the debate that you may hear scmewhat Eomorraw
night in San Diego about the growth-inducing impact £rem San
Diego's peint of view. but the EIR/EIS says that this is not
geing Eo induce new growth because it replaces water that's
already thara.

And frankly as I loock at this as a lawyer, that ia
probably the easisst £flaw in the document te just pukt your
finger on. The whole rationale for the tranafer ie ko

#nable San Diego bto grow ag hag besn projfectesd buk that has
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Response to Comment P3-50

Please refer to the Master Response on Other/7 Growth Inducement

Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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not yet taken place.

Te its eradie, the Buresan of Reclamakion
recognizes that the no=project alterpative includes a
raduction of 600,000-plus acre-fest in water -- Coleorado
Riwver water to California. Mnd so the no-project scenario
is that San Diego is going to take the brunt of that. And
this project is designed to aveid that and to enable San
Diego to grow, to increase their population by one milliom
ovar the naxt 20 years.

Without passing judgment on whether that's a good
or bad decision or aspiratiom by the folks in San Diego,
wa've gokt to recognize at the cutsek thaz thias is a
growth-inducing projesct, and where thak's imparcant to
Imparial County is that if the third-party impacts are
justifiable, part of their justiticaticon is that chere's a
source to provide compensation, to mitigate those impacts.
And one of the consequences of denying growth-inducing
impacts in San Diego is to, if you will, undervalue the
sconomic value of that water in San Diego and, therefora,
undervalue potential for contributions from the bensfiting
area.

The final point -- and I think this won't be a
surpriss to the Buresn frem the comments we submitted on the
EIR/EIS, but this is a bottom-up project. This project,

this water transfer, if you will, daefines tha Q5A which in

a5
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Response to Comment P3-51
The Lead Agencies for the Proposed Project will consider public
comments on the IA EIS and QSA PEIR prior to making a decision on
the Project. Similarly, the Lead Agencies for the 1A and QSA will
consider public comments on all three documents, and the responses
to those comments, prior to making a decision on the IA and QSA.
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turn defines the implementation agreement that the Secretary

will have to implement. And we Jusk don't see how you can
closs off the commentes on those first two documents without
fixing this Eranafer.

And I was somewhat pleased to see, if that's the
rigkt word, that the EPA in their comments on the
implenentation agreement made the same peint. In fact, if
there's anything wa faal good about, T guess it's chea EPA
comnents largely reflected our preliminary view.

But I smphasize we'zre not here trying to build a

case against this document or against this project. We're

truly trying to help the lead agenciee in the final document

produce something that's golng to be useful for us all ko
come ko A resclution.
Thank yau.
ME. CARD: Thank you.
For the record that statement was made by Antonio
Rosamann. I'm not sure that's reflected.
Would anyone alese like to step forward?
Yoo. Mr. Ray -- oexcuse me, Mr. DuBeis. And then
Mr. Ray.
MF. DU BOIS: Yes, I'm Bill DuBois coming up for thae
sacond brasth.
There were some points that I did think would be

well for me b0 maka right nmow in case T don't complate

1

Letter - P3

Response to Comment P3-52

Comment noted.
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making my written comments available for you.

dmm im the agreamant thak IID made with San Diage
was on Lhe basis of oo fallowing. Neow, lc's surprising co
me that almost the entire BIR is based on fallewing. It's
ag if TID and San Diege agreed to speak only Russian and
then the BIR was writtem in Chinese. It just doesn't add
up.

The sacond point is Imperial hao a habit of
finding new crops to grow, and when they're popular, we
inerease our wabter use. And a new crop is -- is
anticipated. It may not ceme through, but it's anticipatad
sugar cane, And it uses a lot of water. Ard its product im
partially as an additive to gasoline. And if that's tha
casa, Ioperial Walley will be using a lot more water than
they use naw.

My third point is that the reason thak it's --
there's no capital herea to invest in rearranging our farms
and our irrigation system is because we don't have any faith
in the longevity of this contract, this proposed contract,
because it states that San Diego can withdraw under
circumstances if they decide that their expenses are too
great, either for anvireamental reasons or for whesling,
then they back out and we got the money invested. And what
do we do then?

And =y feurth point is that the agrocmenta don's

37

‘ Return to Contents

Letter - P3
Page 37

Response to Comment P3-53
The Draft EIR/EIS considers a range of conservation measures,
including fallowing. In Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the Lead
Agencies recognize that the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement provides
that fallowing would not be a permitted conservation method under IID's
contracts with landowners. Thus, unless the fallowing prohibition
provisions of the [ID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement are waived or
modified, fallowing by landowners could not be used to conserve the
primary amount to be transferred to SDCWA. However, the IID/SDCWA
Transfer Agreement does not prohibit fallowing by IID (as opposed to
individual landowners) to conserve the primary amount or fallowing by
either IID or landowners to create the discretionary amount.

Response to Comment P3-54
Please refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics [7 Crop Type
Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis in Section 3 of the Final
EIR/EIS. It would be speculative to anticipate whether or when new
crops might be introduced to the IID water service area's agricultural
crop rotation during the 75-year period of the Project, or what these
crops might be. The modeling assumption used for the economic
impacts analysis assumes that the historic range of crops grown in the
region would continue to be grown into the future.

In addition, the predicted water requirements for agricultural production
in the Imperial Valley will not be compromised by the Proposed Project.
Under the maximum transfers provided for under the QSA, IID would
retain the ability to divert in excess of 2.6 MAFY of Colorado River
water for agricultural, industrial, and domestic use within the IID water
service area. This amount is anticipated to be sufficient for continued
agricultural production at Baseline levels.

Response to Comment P3-55
The comment is noted. The purpose of the Draft EIR/EIS is to evaluate
the environmental impacts of the Proposed Project rather than the
viability of the water conservation program in the Imperial Valley. The
impact to farmers of early termination of the transfer program would be
dependent on the terms and conditions of the contracts IID signs with
farmers to implement the conservation program.
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Response to Comment P3-56
The [ID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement has an initial term of 45 years after transfers commence. Once the primary and discretionary amounts are established and fully phased in, 11D must
continue to conserve and transfer these amounts, and SDCWA must continue to acquire these amounts, for the initial term of 45 years. Thereafter, 11D and SDCWA each have an option
to extend the term for an additional 30 years, until 2077. If both [ID and SDCWA opt to extend the term of the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement, SDCWA and MWD would also need to
extend the term of the MWD/SDCWA Exchange Agreement.
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all and at the same time. And San Diegeo deesn't have an
agraament with MWD but whaeel during the entire langth of tha
75 Years, but aithear party can denand that the agreement
extend, that the wheeling extend or the transfer extend for
75 years. That deesa't add up.

Bo sgomehow the EIR -- I guess it's up to the
EIR to sort that out for us. And it doesn’'t do chat.

Thank you wary much.

M3. CARD: Thank you.

That was Mr. Bill DuBois.

Please state your name bafcre you present your
statements.

MF. RAY: I'm George Fay and I'll be presenting the
sezond portlon of my talk bBoday.

The EIR/EIS proposes twoe different approaches to
deal with mitigation regarding the Salton Sea. But I think
thera may be & better and less sexpensive altarnative to the
twe approaches. Approach 1, as you recall, is the tilapia
bhatehery, and proposal 2 is the conservation and the
fallowing. FPleassa consider this third approach:

Dalta improvement -- allow the Sea to evaporate
naturally and as the shoreline recedes, construct and manage
river delta-like landferms, mesndering streams, islands,
marshes, shallew freshwater lakes and other landforms

apaociated with a nearly flat river delta landacapa. A= tha

ig
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Response to Comment P3-57
The comment recommends consideration of an additional approach for
mitigating impacts of a declining Sea elevation on a variety of fish and
wildlife species. The recommended approach outlines the potential
benefits of actively working with freshwater (drain water) discharges to
the Sea to create a network of vegetated channels that would support
fish and wildlife. This approach is consistent with the proposed pupfish
and tamarisk scrub habitat conservation strategies. As identified in
measure Pupfish -3 and the subsequent discussion of its justification,
the HCP directs 1ID to manage the drain channels (including the New
and Alamo Rivers) as they extend over exposed seabed. This is
specifically intended to benefit pupfish, but also would be expected to
benefit other species as well. In addition to the management of these
new channels for the benefit of pupfish, the conservation strategy for
tamarisk scrub in the HCP outlines measures that would require 1ID to
create native tree habitat (up to 1,421.5 acres). If the soil characteristics
of the exposed seabed and water quality were appropriate to support
native trees, these new channels could be used for these plantings. The
HCP IT would determine the locations and specific characteristics of
native tree habitat. The concepts recommended for inclusion are
already elements of the currently proposed HCP.
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shoraline

racedes, populate the river delta landforms wikh

suitabla plant sapecies that attrack animal wildlife suitable

to this environment, an sovironment -- approximately the

environment that once existed in this seabed not ao long

age.

Hew Riwver,

On the south end of the basin, the mouth of the

the Alamo River, and numercus IID drains could be

axtendaed and landscapad to better resamble rivers and

streans meandering across the bottom of a dying sea.

Similarly,

the White River mid control diteh and other

irrigation and storm drains at the north end of the Sea

could alsc be extended to better resemble streams and riwvers

neaandaring across that end of the basin ereating, again,

abtzactive landformes and useful habitat for many wildlifae

spacias.

and okhayr

Hanaged delta habieats will benefit mammals, Eish

wildlife as well as birds. In other words,

mitigate for the receding shoreline, mitigate for water

quality.

The managed delta could be intended -- or should

be intended o complemsnt but not duplicate bthe Jonny Bono

Hational Wildlife Refuge.

The managed delta appreoach will leave our wvalley

with an attractive, sustainable wildlife refuge thak we can

ba proud of, a refuge that favors native species over exctic

speciss.

This approach can offar a wide variekby of

kL
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sustainable recreational cpportunities to walley residents
and othars. This approach pute ke productive use thousands
of acrea of Asabeds and ahorelines the IID or the goverment
already owns.

This approach would go a long way in dealing with
alleged dust problems that may result in the shoreline if
the Salton Sea recedes and in dealing with water gualiey
problems that arise from conservation. If proparly dona 1E
may even attract funding fzom a variety of nonprofit
Ecundations.

The HCF does propose 160 to 652 acres of managed
marsh to offsst impacts of water gquality changes and to
mitigate the operation and maintenance activity on drains.
However, the HCP proposes to place the marsoh on farmland.
not drying seabeds, and would use drain water with less than
two parts per billion salinity. This managed marsh should
ba located on the drying seabed and integrated inte the
proposed managed delta.

By deoing this thousands of acras of IID land and
government land may ke put to good use and allow more
Colerado water to be used for ecoromic development in the
Imperial valley. Best of all, this Approach 3 will noe
leave cur walley landscape covered with huge piles of salk,
evaporating salt ponds, energy-consuming evaporatarss, and

avan mors idle farmland.

ad
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Response to Comment P3-58
The commenter recommends integrating the managed marsh required
to be constructed under the HCP with the proposed managed delta
approach, which is mentioned in Comment P3-57, and locating the
managed marsh on the Seabed. A managed delta approach is not
proposed as part of the Proposed Project and therefore is not a
consideration as to where the managed marsh units will be located.
However, if the Salton Sea Restoration Project adopts the managed
delta recommendations, there will be an opportunity to integrate the
approaches. In implementing the HCP, the HCP Implementation Team
will be involved in locating the managed marsh units and could
recommend installing managed marsh units in areas of exposed
seabed if sufficient area is available and soil characteristics are
appropriate.
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It will parkly micigate for esthetics of a drying
soabed. possible dust problems. help mitigate for odor
problems, help mitigates for lowered water guality and help
mitigate for a retresting shoreline.

In closing, I am compelled bto note the portions of
the HCP relating te the Salton Sea tend to promote political
ecology rather than wildlife ecology.

Environmantal law and HCOP should have a hiaa
toward sustaipning native speciles and a blas Lowards
returning the enviromment to its more natural state.

The HCP places far greater emphasis on what is
perceived to be good for a few fish-eating birds, pelicans,
cormorants and black-skimmers, all of them -- than all of
the remaining species proposaed for coverage im tha HOP.

Ladies and genclemen, I think we need a balanced
approach. Approaches 1 and 2 are net in the best interests
of most of our native wildlife. Approaches 1 and 2 are not
in the hest interests of most Imperial Valley residents.
Approaches 1 and 2 are not in the besk interests of Imperial
Irrigatleon Diskrict and they're not in my best interest.

The propossd managed delta is not a perfact
solution nor is this a perfect world. Regardless of whether
a managed delta was previously examined or not, it merits a
thorough analysis to the EIR/EIS. I urge the inclusion of

analysis of a managed delta approach in the ETR/EIS ko

41
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Response to Comment P3-59
See responses to Comments P3-12, P3-13, P3-15, P3-57, and P3-58.
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mitigate for impacts on the Salton Sea region.
Thank you for your attention.

M3. CARD: Thank you.

Would anyone else like to step forward and provide

a statement?

Wall, it appearsa that ns one else wishes to make a

statament. And in chat case I'1l read a shert concluding

statament on behalf of the Burssu and the Pich and Wildlifa

Sarvice.

0. hehalf of the Bureau of Reclamaticn and the

U.5. Fish and wildlife Service and everyone here, thank you

for participating in this meeting.

The Bureau of Reclamation and the Fish and

Wildlife Bervice will conpider all ths comments made hers

today, as well a8 all written comments received on or about

April 26, 2002. These comments will be considered in

finalizing the BIR/EIS and bafore selescting an alternative

and executing a Record of Decision and issuing an Incidental

Take Fermit undar the ESA.
This concludes the hearing.

Good night.

(The procesdings wers concluded at £:33 p.m.)

LT
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REPOHTER'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIPORNIA. COUNTY OF RIVERSTIDE

I, JUDITH WICELUND, CSR KO. 11789,

a Cercified

Shorthand Reporter for the state of Califernia, do hereby

cartify:

That said proceedings were taken hefore me at the

tima and place therein atated and was thereafter transcribed

into print under =y direction and supervision; and I hereby

certify that the foragoing is a true and accurate transcript

of my sherthand notes of the procesdings.

I furthar cartify that I am in no way intereated

in the avent of these proceedings, and that I am not related

ko any of the parties hereto.

WITHEEE my hand thie S5th day of April, Zoo02.

JUDITH WICELUMD,

CER WO. 11789
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